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By:  Amanda Rivas, Assistant Director of the 
Practice Credit Externship Program 
 
On May 30, 2012 the first Opening Ceremony 
held for the 
summer Clini-
cal program, 
was held at 








mission and their summer goals. They witnessed 
the students embrace the clinical mission and 
take a pledge to provide exceptional legal ser-
vices to the poor in our commu-
nity. Students raised their right 
hand and dedicated their summer 
to advocate zealously within the 
bounds of the law to advance their 
client’s objectives and claims, 
protect their client’s rights with 
truth and honor, and of course, 
maintain the confidence and pre-
serve the secrets of their clients. 
 Summer opening cere-
monies also served as the perfect 
setting to recognize several students for their 
outstanding service this year in our Pro Bono 
program.  All awards are based, at least in part, 
on accurate pro bono and community service 
hours submitted. 
The Pro Bono Service Award is given to one 
graduating student at commencement, and honors 
the student’s service throughout his or her law 
s c h o o l 
c a r e e r .  
This year’s 
award re-






g r a m s 
during her 
entire law school career.  She initiated St. Mary’s 
participation with the CJP’s Veterans’ Clinic and 
served as student coordinator for that clinic.  Be-
cause of her efforts, the Veteran-
s’Clinic is now one of the most 
active Clinics in our pro bono 
program.  She was always willing 
to volunteer her time and energy 
to pro bono efforts with an attitude 
of humble service to those in need.  
The Center for Legal and Social 
Justice proudly congratulated Ann 
Marie Matonak as our Pro Bono 
Service Award recipient for the 
2011-2012 year.   
The 1L and 2L Service Recognitions are given 
to students who report the most hours of volun-
teer work through the year.  The 1L with the most 
(Continued on page 2 “Opening Ceremony”) 
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Welcome new clinic students! 
 Inside this Issue:  Tales of Triumph and Words of Wisdom from  
Summer Clinic Students… 
See page 3 for Summer 2012 clinic students. 
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Summer 2012 Opening Ceremony 
First summer session Opening ceremony.  Students took the Oath admin-
istered by Professor Stephanie Stevens.  
Professor Stephanie Stevens 
swears in the students. 
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reported pro bono hours was Margaret L. Swyers and 
the 1L with the most reported pro bono and commu-
nity service hours combined was Stephanie May.  The 
2L with the most reported pro bono hours was Jason 
Hebert and the 2L with the most reported pro bono 
and community service hours combined was Eliza-
beth Gutierrez.  Thank you to these students for do-
nating and tracking their time. 
As a reminder, pro bono and community service hours 
are collected all year, but the deadline for awards recog-
nition is early April.  Keep up the hard work and keep 
tracking your hours! 
A luncheon followed the ceremony where clinical stu-
dents, faculty, staff, award recipients, and their support-
ers celebrated a summer full of service, advocacy and 
learning! 
(“Opening Ceremony” Continued from page 1) 
By:  Amanda Rivas, Assistant Director of Practice 
Credit Externship Program 
 
NEW Practice Credit Programs at St. Mary’s! 
 
 Almost a year ago, in 
the fall of 2011, St. Mary’s 
implemented two new pro-
grams that give law students 
the opportunity to earn aca-
demic credit at non-profit or 
government agencies while 
practicing under the supervi-
sion of licensed attorneys and 
St. Mary’s faculty. Students 
who have finished their first 
year courses are embarking on 
a journey to improve their legal knowledge and practi-
cal skills by working 60 to 180 hours at one of several 
participating non-profit or government agencies. These 
students are not only gaining valuable experiential 
learning, but many of them are working in agencies that 
provide free legal services to underrepresented popula-
tions in Texas and around the country. 
 
By the end of the summer 2012, over fifty 2L and 3L 
students have spent a semester in agencies such as 
Texas Rio Grande Legal Aid, U.S.  Senate Judiciary 
Committee, Harris County District Attorney’s Office, 
and the World Health Organization. Under the guidance 
of their supervising attorney, law students are observing 
court hearings and depositions, 
researching a wide variety of 
legal issues for memoranda, 
pleadings, motions, client let-
ters, and even briefs for cases 
going up to the U.S. Supreme 
Court. 
 
Just as important, students are 
reflecting on these amazing 
experiences and supporting the 
legal analysis they learned in 
the classroom with the real 
world practical skills of everyday lawyering. Students 
are taking time to reflect on their professional develop-
ment and seek constructive feedback from their super-
visors. All of these program elements create a transfor-
mative learning experience for students. We look for-
ward to expanding our program and providing more 
diverse learning opportunities in order to develop prac-
tice ready law graduates. 
By:  Nicole Monsibais, Administrative Fellow 
 
Advocating for Equal Access to Justice 
 
“You have the right to an attorney. If you can-
not afford an attorney, one will be appointed.”  Thanks 
to television shows like Law & Order, these 
words have become part of popular culture.  
Conceptually, society has embraced the 
right to criminal defense counsel.  Con-
versely, some view the access to civil coun-
sel as a luxury and neither a right nor a so-
cial justice issue. Here lies the cognitive 
dissonance. Consider a victim of domestic 
violence who needs a temporary restraining 
order, a family in a custody battle, or an 
undocumented immigrant seeking a U Visa.  
These situations, all examples of some of 
our clients’ legal issues, have a huge impact 
on peoples’ lives. Yet, so few understand 
why funding for legal aid is crucial to the integrity of 
our justice system as a whole. 
 
Funding for legal aid is in crisis. IOLTA 
(Interest on Lawyers' Trust Accounts) is a primary 
source of funding for legal aid. The Center for Legal 
and Social Justice (CLSJ) is an IOLTA 
grant recipient. Due to low interest rates, 
our state’s IOLTA revenue has declined by 
80% — from $20 million to $3.7 million — 
in the last five years.  Yet, according to the 
Texas Access to Justice (ATJ) Commission, 
the number of Texans who qualify for legal 
aid has risen to 6.1 million, but only one if 
five legal aid applicants are able to receive 
assistance. 
Jenee Gonzales, St. Mary’s University Di-
rector of Government Relations and Com-
munity Collaborations, and I have been 
(Continued on page 3 “Equal Access”) 
By: Amber Holmes, Teaching Assistant  
 
Rich or poor, everyone has 
the responsibility to abide by the law. 
Also, everyone should have access to 
legal representation, regardless of 
financial means. The St. Mary’s Cen-
ter for Legal and Social Justice Civil 
Justice Clinic extends free legal ser-
vices to underprivileged people in 
two of the poorest areas in Texas, 
Laredo and Eagle Pass.  Otherwise, 
these communities might not have 
any legal recourse as they lack re-
sources to avail themselves of legal services. 
In a case from Eagle Pass, the client’s car was 
wrongfully repossessed after the cli-
ent had authorized payments to be 
withdrawn from her bank account. 
Unbeknownst to her, the company 
that she dealt with had other com-
plaints lodged against them for their 
business practices. Our client even 
gave the dealership two thousand 
dollars in a down payment along with 
another thousand in car payments 
and insurance for less than 2 months 
(Continued on page 4 “Holmes”) 
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working with ATJ to discuss these issues. In 2011 the 
Texas Legislature appropriated $17.5 million to bridge 
the IOLTA funding gap for the biennium. ATJ con-
tacted us in June to brainstorm advocacy efforts during 
the interim and for the 2013 Texas Legislative Session. 
Without the Legislature’s renewed support, access to 
justice for indigent Texans will be further reduced. Our 
goal is to advocate and educate area Legislators and 
their staff on the importance of this issue so that they 
will renew their support in the upcoming Session. Fund-
ing legal aid is central to the principle of equal justice 
under law. Without access to our legal system, how can 
there be justice?  
Here are a few ways you can help:  If you are 
interested in advocating for IOLTA funding, please con-
tact your local Texas State Legislators. As an attorney, 
you can also set up your client trust accounts with 
Texas IOLTA Program Prime Partners. Prime Partners 
are financial institutions that go far beyond interest 
eligibility requirements to advance the IOLTA Program. 
If you have existing client trust accounts in an eligible 
banking institution, please consider urging your institu-
tion to become a Prime Partner. A list of Texas IOLTA 
Program Prime Partners and eligible institutions can 
be found at http://www.teajf.org/financial_institutions/
docs/Eligible_Banks_List_Master.pdf. 
(“Equal Access” Continued from page 2) 
 
Civil Justice Clinic Reflections 
 Summer 2012 Clinical Students 
































The Center for Legal and Social Justice 
By: George Posada – Teaching Assistant,  
 Throughout my time at the Civil Justice Clinic 
I have attended many Border Outreach trips to do legal 
intake, which the Civil Justice Clinic offers in Eagle 
Pass and Laredo about. One thing 
has been apparent to me - our cli-
ents’ deep appreciation of our ser-
vices. As part of a population with 
very limited access to legal ser-
vices, they typically find them-
selves in legal situations without 
the resources to defend themselves 
in legal matters. Throughout the 
interview process, I hear not only 
their legal problems, but also their 
personal struggles and great frustration with not being 
heard.  I believe the most important roles we play are 
not only hearing their story and giving them a sense of 
empowerment and relief, but also giving them the feel-
ing that they are not being ignored, they are not power-
less, and most importantly they are not voiceless. When 
they leave the interview room, they are always hopeful 
that we will assist them and help them better their lives. 
Although we cannot solve the legal issues of each and 
every one of our clients that come 
to our clinic, we always do our best 
to give each client the personal at-
tention they deserve and provide 
legal direction if we cannot accept 
their case.  
 
 Our main goal is to put our 
clients in a better position than they 
were when they initially came to 
see us. Whether this means repre-
senting them in their legal matter, or giving them a de-
tailed letter of advice, there is no doubt that we have 
been accomplishing this goal every time we go to the 
Border. 




By the end of Spring 2011, I believed my fate 
was sealed by a legal disaster. Moot court was the per-
fect storm. I was inexperienced, awkward, and a magnet 
for sassy student judges. In spite of this, the show had to 
go on. After the arguments were presented, I awaited 
my “constructive criticism” from the judges.  I knew I 
had performed poorly, but I 
was prepared for the judge’s 
critique. As my partner was 
praised for her wonderful 
speaking skills, I awaited my 
suggestions with a receptive 
ear. Finally, it was my turn. 
The “experienced” student 
judge informed me that he had 
two suggestions. According to 
him, I needed different hair 
and a different knot in my tie.  
Basically, my first suggestion in improving my advo-
cacy skills boiled down to an attack on my genetics by a 
judicial fashionista. I apologized to the judge for having 
curly hair, and concluded that my future would not lie in 
litigation.  
 
In the Summer of 2012, I 
began the Summer Criminal Jus-
tice Clinic with Professor Burn-
ham.  At the beginning of the se-
mester, we were told that we 
would be doing various court 
simulations.  Upon hearing this, I 
cringed. Sadly, I still had the un-
ruly hair I was born with; but more 
importantly, my speaking skills were still lacking.  The 
first scheduled simulation would be the Opening State-
ment. Prior to this simulation, we had a substantive 
class on the law pertaining to opening statement and the 
importance of a strong opening.  In a nutshell, a strong 
opening statement can set the course of the entire trial.  
The opening statement is an opportunity to humanize 
your client and tell their story.     
(Continued on page 5 “Statements”) 
 
Criminal Justice Clinic Reflections 
of use of the vehicle. About two months after the client 
thought she had “purchased” the car, the car dealership 
repossessed the car for nonpayment. 
The clinic sent DTPA letters, with no response. 
At the same time, we pursued complaints through state 
agencies that deal with automobile issues. Days before 
actually filing a Petition in Court, and after many hours 
expended submitting formal complaints to two govern-
mental agencies, a settlement was proposed so that the 
client could get back every penny she had paid to them. 
She happily accepted the money, over $3000 which she 
says she never could have received without our legal 
advocacy.  She was extremely grateful for our work. 
From my perspective, it was quite rewarding to have 
helped her and a tremendous learning experience.  
(“Holmes” Continued from page 3) 
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For the simu-
lation, all of the stu-
dents were told to 
choose one of their 
current cases, and pre-
pare an opening state-
ment.  Additionally, 
each student was re-
quired to pick a theme 
for their statement to 
present their defense 
and to effectively tell 
their client’s story.  The client I chose was one of our 
post-conviction writ clients, and she had been the victim 
of an unfair investigation by the State.  Upon learning 
the facts of her case, I was disappointed by the injustice 
of her trial. Along with unethical conduct of the State, 
her attorney did little to shield her throughout the course 
of the trial. He was her voice against the State, and he 
had failed to make anyone hear her. The legal system 
failed my client, and ruined her life.  I felt strongly con-
nected to her cause. Therefore, I decided to base my 
opening statement on the facts of her case and tell the 
story I believe should have been told on her behalf, had 
I been given an opportunity to represent her at trial. 
 
I wrestled with choosing a theme for the case 
and eventually decided on what I thought was best.  As 
I began writing the statement, I realized what a power-
ful tool an opening was.  It was much different than the 
legal writing I was accustomed to; it was fun.  Opening 
statements paint a picture for the jury.   My objective 
was to effectively “put the jury in her shoes,” while still 
adhering to limits of the 
law.  On the night before the 
simulation, I revised and 
tweaked my opening state-
ment extensively.  At this 
point, I should have been 
rehearsing, but I could not 
pull away from the state-
ment until it was just right.  
Eventually, I finished and realized that I did not budget 
my time wisely.  There was little time for practice, but it 
would have to suffice. 
 
On the morning of simulation, I decided to go 
last.  After each opening was presented, Professor Burn-
ham and fellow classmates offered constructive feed-
back to the speaker. The other students did an excellent 
job on their statements. If I crashed and burned, I would 
be the only one. As it turns out, I was much more nerv-
ous than I was in moot court. The main judge, my su-
pervising attorney, was not a second year law student.  
Instead, she was prominent criminal attorney who hap-
pened to be quite familiar with my client’s case. 
 
I wish I could say 
that I knocked the opening 
statement out of the park, but 
sadly that was not the case.  
While presenting the opening, 
I was a mess. I segued into the 
middle of the opening and my 
body betrayed me. Once I re-
alized I did not remember two 
pages of my opening, my 
throat began to tighten. I racked my mind for something 
to say, but came up empty-handed.  I felt like a failure. I 
had forgotten half of my statement and I knew it was 
showing on my face. Eventually I decided to move on, 
finish the opening, and prepared myself to listen to the 
comments.  Little did I know, that what I was about to 
hear would be one of the most defining moments of my 
experience in law school. 
  
 The critiques I 
received were surpris-
ing. My peer’s reviews 
were positive and sup-
portive.  They thought I 
told my client’s story 
nicely, liked the theme I 
used, and said I seemed 
“comfortable”. The 
students noticed that I forgot part of my opening, but 
thought I recovered well. To them, it was just an ex-
tended pause attributable to nerves.   Now it was time 
for my supervising attorney.  I was terrified.  After what 
seemed like seven minutes of silence, she began the 
critique with what would completely change my percep-
tion of my trial capabilities.  She told me that I had a 
gift.  As I picked up my jaw from the floor, she began 
referencing different parts of my statement that made a 
positive impression on her.  Not only did she like some 
of the language I used, but my demeanor as well.  Like 
any supervisor’s review, her critique did not consist 
solely of rainbows and butterflies. There was plenty of 
room for improvement, but at least I had potential.   
 
My experience with the opening statement 
helped me understand what a powerful tool an opening 
can be, and more importantly gave me confidence in my 
court capabilities. Before I began clinic, I was allowing 
a negative past experience to determine my future. I 
firmly believed that I should never be heard in court. 
Today, I still hold strongly to that belief, but for an en-
tirely different reason.  When I represent a client in 
court, I will merely be their voice.  Although I will be 
the one speaking, it will be my client’s story that is be-
ing heard. 
(“Statements” Continued from page 4) 
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 My time at the Criminal Justice clinic has been 
very enlightening.  I had the opportunity to take a case 
from the intake period up through the point of setting 
the case for trial.  
  
 When I first met my 
client, it was at the Bexar 
County Jail with a thick piece 
of glass between the two of us.  
Despite this inauspicious intro-
duction, his humanity was im-
mediately apparent in his kind 
eyes and gentle voice.  It was in 
my dealings with this client, 
more so then my others, that I 
began to see the virtue in the 
role of the criminal defense 
attorney and in St. Mary’s Clinic program in particular.  
He was a homeless man who had only been in San An-
tonio for less than a year when I met him.  He was try-
ing to better himself and had moved here to make a 
fresh start for himself.  I felt that he was a good man 
who was just in a low place in his life and I was very 
happy to use my skills to help him in every way I could.  
  
 This one client had three pending charges 
against him in municipal court.  I began by obtaining 
copies of the charging instruments and police reports 
that pertained to his 
alleged offenses.  
This was my first 
interaction with the 
courthouse staff as 
an advocate, and I 
was pleasantly sur-
prised at how help-
ful and kind they all 
were to me when I 
talked to them.  While I was there I even talked to a 
retired judge who heard me telling the staff that I was a 
student-attorney for St. Mary’s Clinic.  He told me 
where everything was that I needed to know and told 
me that the number one thing that I needed to know was 
to always be kind to the courthouse staff because they 
are your lifeline as a lawyer.   
 
 Once I had 
the complaints and 
police reports, I began 
my legal research and 
investigation into the 
particular facts of my 
client’s different cases.  
I learned the facts alleged in the police reports and also 
began my independent investigation with  interviews of 
potential witnesses.  It was at this point that I learned 
that, despite my best efforts to be as respectful and like-
able as I could be, the last thing most people want to do 
is to talk with a lawyer.  During my interview with one 
of the witnesses it was very clear that he did not trust 
me and wanted to tell me as little as he could about 
what he knew.  Interviewing witnesses is an acquired 
skill and I feel fortunate to have experienced it first 
hand.   
 
 As part of my case 
investigation, I prepared pre-
trial motions which was a great 
experience as well.  I was able 
to draft several Motions to Set 
Aside the Complaint, along 
with numerous other pre-trial 
motions.  It was in preparing 
these motions that I began to 
really see how to think and act 
like a lawyer.  The overall pic-
ture of what it means to be a good lawyer became much 
more clear.  It is a profession that requires you to have a 
wide range of skills and to think quickly on your feet.   
 
 At my client’s first court appearance, I had the 
opportunity to confer with the prosecutor regarding the 
reasons I believed my 
client’s cases should 
be dismissed.  This 
was the first time that 
I had done anything 
like that and it was 
such a far cry from the 
sterile academic envi-
ronment of law books 
and classrooms.  It 
w a s  r e a l - w o r l d 
lawyering, and an invaluable experience.  The prosecu-
tor declined to dismiss the cases, so we then set the 
cases for jury trial.  Unfortunately, the court set the 
cases in the Fall, after my time at the clinic, however I  
am very glad I had the opportunity to contribute and 
participate in the client’s representation.  
 
 My time at the 
Criminal Justice Clinic this 
summer was the best ex-
perience that I have had 
while attending St. Mary’s, 
and I would recommend it 
to everyone that is thinking 
of doing it.   
FALL 2012 
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Immigration Clinic Student Reflections 
 
 At the beginning of the Immigration and Hu-
man Rights Clinic students are asked to observe immi-
gration court hearings and write a reflection on what 
they witnessed.  Students are also asked to write a re-
flection after their first meeting with a client.  Below are 
selected reflections from the Summer Clinic: 
 
By: Claudia Guerrero 
 
I attended a hearing on the merits of immigra-
tion in Judge Zuniga’s courtroom.  The client was Hai-
tian and in removal proceedings applying for a 212(c) 
waiver. 
 
The case had been sent back to the 
immigration court after the Board of Immi-
gration Appeals (“BIA”) granted the ap-
peal.  On this day, numerous witnesses 
were in attendance to present favorable 
evidence of the Respondent’s good moral 
character.  The Respondent was the first 
to take the stand.  She testified that she 
was born in Haiti and came to the United States when 
she was four by her adopted parents.  Since then, she 
had only left the United States once for a family vaca-
tion.  The Respondent then went on to list and describe 
her criminal history.  First, in 1995, at the age of 19, she 
was arrested for a theft offense.  She described that she 
was not being supported at the time and had just left 
college and was learning how to be responsible.  Three 
years later, at 21, she was arrested for failure to pay 
traffic tickets.  Four other arrests occurred during her 
probation, including driving while her license was sus-
pended and failure to ID.  The Respondent stated that 
she has not been arrested since 1998 and that she was 
placed in deportation proceedings when she was re-
leased from jail. 
 
 When asked whether she learned from her mis-
takes, she stated that she no longer has 
issues with authority and has learned 
her lesson.  In describing how she 
improved herself she noted that she is 
involved in church where she is in the 
choir and is involved in the outreach 
ministry for troubled neighborhoods.  
Her past experience, she stated, helped 
her and she has been a member of her church since she 
was released in 2000.  Furthermore, she testified that 
she married a U.S. citizen in 2011, whom she met 
through church.  Both her parents are U.S. citizens, as 
well as her 8 siblings.  In describing the hardship that 
would result if she were to be deported, the Respondent 
stated that her family would be devastated if she left and 
that she does not know anything about Haitian culture 
or the language.  Her goals, if she were to remain in the 
U.S., she stated, were to go back to school and become 
a counselor. 
 After hearing the Respondent’s testimony, 
Judge Zuniga reviewed the statements provided by each 
witness and declared that it was 
the first time she saw an immi-
gration officer who initiated 
the removal proceedings 
write a letter of support for 
the Respondent.  Judge 
Zuniga acknowledged that it 
was evident she paid for all 
her mistakes. The waiver was granted and the govern-
ment waived an appeal. 
The firsthand witnessing of families’ lives be-
ing changed before my eyes reaffirmed my desire to 
practice immigration law.  The tears of joy from each 
friend and family member at the end of Judge Zuniga’s 
hearing served as a reminder to how fundamental immi-
gration law is to the well-being and structure of fami-
lies.  As complex and changing as immigration law is, 
these hearings serve as visuals to the tools we have be-
fore us, in immigration law, to piece together families’ 
lives. 
 
By: Kate Stapleton 
 
 During my first interview 
with my client who is seeking a U-
Visa as a victim of crime, I be-
gan to understand how and why 
professionals are able to main-
tain an emotional distance from 
their clients’ situations.  When I asked my client to de-
scribe, in general terms, the abuse that she and her chil-
dren suffered, I began to feel overwhelmed by the sad-
ness of her situation.  Rather than focus on the drama of 
her history, however, I chose to focus on how to help 
her.  I think that reserving judgment of the facts, and 
instead focusing on how the client’s pattern of facts can 
build her U-Visa case, will allow me to be a better ad-
vocate.   Therefore, I kept the meeting 
focused on facts and results.  I ex-
plained to the client why I was asking 
her difficult questions and she seemed 
relieved when I told her why her pre-
vious application was denied and why 
her prospects for attaining the U-Visa 
were more hopeful.  My client left the 
office with a smile on her face, I think 
because she felt optimistic about her chances of obtain-
ing the visa. 
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